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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/16/2009 has been entered. 

Drawings 

The Examiner has withdrawn the objection to the drawings made in previous 
office action of 03/1 8/2009 in view of arguments presented on 06/1 6/2009. 

Specification 

The new abstract submitted on 06/16/2009 is entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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applicant regards as the invention. No antecedent basis found for "the second sleeve- 
shaped part" and "the fastening member," respectively. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

No support found for the limitation in claim 12. The specification discloses that 
"The second sleeve-shaped part 10 has a narrowed part with a width B' which can 
constitute ca. 70% of a width B" of the first part 10a of the second sleeve-shaped 
part." The Examiner believes that it is approximately 70% of the width of the first part, 
and not that first sleeve-shaped part. Please clarify. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1- 6 and 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Duerr et al. (5,549,475) in view of Sutter et al. (5,947,733) 

Duerr discloses a dental implant and method of positioning dental prosthesis 
(e.g. crown) including coupling a first sleeve-shaped 4 part of a spacer member to the 
dental implant. Duerr shows that the first sleeve is being coupled to the implant using 
threads 12. Note that using a separate screw to couple two elements (e.g. sleeve and 
an implant) is also well-known in the art, see Kwan as previously cited) and therefore it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention was made 
to couple these two elements (e.g. 34 and 1 1 ) using a screw as an alternate solution. 
Further, Duerr shows guiding an inner surface of a first portion of the second sleeve- 
part 22/46 against an outer surface of the first sleeve part. Duerr fails to show that 
rotating the screw to expand at least portion of the first sleeve part such that the outer 
surface of the first sleeve part expands against the second sleeve. 

Sutter teaches a dental implant (fig. 3A) and a first sleeve 500 which expand 
against the inner surface of second sleeve part. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify Duerr 
by providing an expanding ring as taught by Sutter in order to effectively secure the 
dental implant system assembly. Further, since the ring is expandable, one can easily 
adjust the required force to couple the two elements together. 

Regarding claim 12, Duerr/Sutter fails to teach specific width of the 2 nd sleeve- 
shaped part. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention was made to have specific width since it has been held that discovering 
the optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routing skills in the art. In 
re Boesch, 617 F. 2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

Regarding claim 17-18, Sutter shows that the expanding ring have a beveled 
surface which is designed to the bearing surface on the head of the screw (col. 7, lines 
51-57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Duerr by providing a desired shape of the ring 
to accommodate the head portion of the screw as taught by Sutter so that upon 
pressure, the ring can be expanded as desired. 

Claims 7-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Duerr in view of Sutter as applied to claim 1 or 2 above, and further in view of 
Chalifoux. 

Duerr/Sutter discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for the 
second sleeve part having lower sleeve-shaped portion and narrower portion which 
supports the fastening member (e.g. screw). 

Chalifoux teaches a dental implant having a sleeve-part 4 having a lower sleeve- 
shaped part 6 and the narrower part 8 and the second sleeve part is approx. 70% of the 
the width of the first sleeve part. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify Duerr/Sutter by 
providing the second sleeve part as claimed as taught by Chalifoux in order to provide 
exact fit to the implant and to support prosthesis. 
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Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Duerr et 
al. in view of Sutter et al. as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Lazarof 
(6,142,782). 

Duerr/Sutter discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for the first 
sleeve-shaped part comprises a plurality of longitudinal slots. 

Lazarof teaches an expansion nut 78 (e.g. sleeve shaped, figure 2) having 
plurality of slots. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to modify Duerr/Sutter by providing the first 
sleeve part as claimed as taught by Lazarof in order to effectively expand the ring upon 
screwing. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YOGESH PATEL whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3646. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Cris Rodriguez can be reached on 571-272-4964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/YOGESH PATEL/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3732 



/Ralph A. Lewis/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3732 



